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SUMMARY: The Deputy Chief Information
Officer, Office of the Chief Information
Officer, invites comments on the
proposed information collection
requests as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before May 18,
1998.
ADDRESSES: Written comments and
requests for copies of the proposed
information collection requests should
be addressed to Patrick J. Sherrill,
Department of Education, 600
Independence Avenue, S.W., Room
5624, Regional Office Building 3,
Washington, DC 20202–4651.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patrick J. Sherrill (202) 708–8196.
Individuals who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1–800–877–8339
between 8 a.m. and 8 p.m., Eastern time,
Monday through Friday.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U. S. C. Chapter 35) requires
that the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) provide interested
Federal agencies and the public an early
opportunity to comment on information
collection requests. OMB may amend or
waive the requirement for public
consultation to the extent that public
participation in the approval process
would defeat the purpose of the
information collection, violate State or
Federal law, or substantially interfere
with any agency’s ability to perform its
statutory obligations. The Deputy Chief
Information Officer, Office of the Chief
Information Officer, publishes this
notice containing proposed information
collection requests prior to submission
of these requests to OMB. Each
proposed information collection,
grouped by office, contains the
following: (1) Type of review requested,
e.g., new, revision, extension, existing
or reinstatement; (2) Title; (3) Summary
of the collection; (4) Description of the
need for, and proposed use of, the
information; (5) Respondents and
frequency of collection; and (6)
Reporting and/or Recordkeeping
burden. OMB invites public comment at
the address specified above. Copies of
the requests are available from Patrick J.
Sherrill at the address specified above.

The Department of Education is
especially interested in public comment
addressing the following issues: (1) Is
this collection necessary to the proper
functions of the Department, (2) will
this information be processed and used
in a timely manner, (3) is the estimate
of burden accurate, (4) how might the

Department enhance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information to be
collected, and (5) how might the
Department minimize the burden of this
collection on the respondents, including
through the use of information
technology.

Dated: March 13, 1998.
Gloria Parker,
Deputy Chief Information Officer, Office of
the Chief Information Officer.

Office of the Under Secretary

Type of Review: New.
Title: National Longitudinal Survey of

Schools (NLSS).
Frequency: Annually.
Affected Public: State, local or Tribal

Gov’t, SEAs or LEAs.
Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour

Burden:
Responses: 12,460
Burden Hours: 7,845
Abstract: This study is being

conducted to support the legislative
requirements in P.L. 103–382, Section
1501 to assess the implementation of
Title I and education reform. It will
examine principals’ and teachers’
understanding and implementation of
standards-based reform and the new
provisions of Title I. Information on
schools serving significant proportions
of migrant, limited-English proficient
(LEP), or Native American students, and
schools that have been identified as in
need of improvement will also be
gathered.
[FR Doc. 98–7094 Filed 3–18–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000–01–M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Notice of Intent to Conduct Policy
Analysis; Request for Public Comment

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of intent to conduct
policy analysis; request for public
comment.

SUMMARY: Prior to 1979, the United
States Department of Energy (‘‘DOE’’)
routinely used commercial facilities for
the disposal of its low-level radioactive
waste (‘‘LLW’’) and mixed low-level
radioactive waste (‘‘MLLW’’). In 1979,
DOE decided to rely primarily on its
own facilities for the disposal of these
wastes, with only limited use of
commercial facilities. While DOE still
relies primarily upon its own facilities
for the disposal of its LLW and MLLW,
in recent years the Department’s use of
commercial disposal facilities has
increased, and in the future greater use
of commercial disposal facilities may

occur as DOE proceeds with the cleanup
of its sites. These developments have
generated increased interest in the
private sector in competing for DOE’s
LLW and MLLW disposal business. The
Department is interested in encouraging
competition for this business.

DOE has received two proposals from
private entities for establishing LLW
and MLLW disposal facilities at existing
hazardous waste disposal sites. Neither
of these proposals involves the
establishment of a disposal facility
pursuant to the Low-Level Radioactive
Waste Policy Act. One proposal would
have DOE regulate a commercial waste
disposal facility through a disposal
contract with the facility owner. The
other proposal would have DOE pay for
some or all of a commercial facility’s
maintenance before any LLW or MLLW
is accepted, and would have DOE pay
for the costs associated with obtaining
licenses and appropriate regulatory
approvals for the facility from the state
in which the facility is located.

These proposals have prompted the
Department to conduct an analysis of its
policy regarding the disposal of LLW
and MLLW at commercial facilities. As
part of this analysis, the Department
solicits comments from the public and
interested organizations regarding its
use of commercial disposal options for
LLW and MLLW. The goal of this policy
analysis is to assist the Department in
determining whether to continue its use
of existing, licensed commercial
disposal facilities, pursue disposal
options represented by either or both of
these proposals, or in other respects
change its policies or practices relating
to the use of commercial facilities for
the disposal of LLW and MLLW.

DATES: Comments are due by May 18,
1998. DOE will consider comments
received by this date in its analysis of
the commercial disposal of LLW and
MLLW. Comments received after this
date will be considered to the extent
practicable.

ADDRESSES: The Department of Energy
invites interested states, agencies,
organizations, and the general public to
comment on its use of existing, licensed
commercial disposal facilities, the
options represented by the proposals
from Waste Control Specialists, LLC of
Texas (‘‘WCS’’) and Laidlaw
Environmental Services, Inc., of
Colorado (‘‘Laidlaw’’) as described
herein or on other aspects of the
Department’s policies or practices
regarding the disposal of LLW and
MLLW at commercial facilities. Written
comments should be sent to: Mr. Jay
Rhoderick, United States Department of
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1 The NRC may relinquish to states, by agreement,
its authority to license and regulate certain
activities, including LLW disposal facilities, as long
as the state’s standards to protect the public health
and safety and the environment are equivalent to
or more stringent than the NRC’s corresponding
standards. See 42 U.S.C. 2021(b), (d)(1), and (o)(2).

2 WCS has filed suit against the Department in
connection with its proposal. See Waste Control
Specialists, LLC v. United States Department of
Energy, et al, Civil Action No. 3:CV–93–1201–P
(N.D. Texas 1997), appeal pending No. 97–11353
(5th Cir.). In this case, the district court entered
orders granting WCS’s motion for a preliminary
injunction and denying the Department’s motion to
dismiss. The injunction has effectively prevented
DOE from proceeding with the procurement of
commercial disposal services for LLW and MLLW.
The United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth
Circuit granted the Department’s request for
expedited appeal from the injunction. Sixteen states
have asked the appeals court for leave to file an
amicus brief arguing that DOE’s adoption of the
WCS proposal is legally proscribed. Accordingly,
the Department’s policy analysis could be affected
by, and may have to await the resolution of, this
litigation.

Energy, EM–35, 19901 Germantown
Road, Germantown, MD 20874–1290.

Persons wanting to provide oral
comments should call 1–800–635–4080.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Jay Rhoderick, United States
Department of Energy, EM–35, 19901
Germantown Road, Germantown, MD
20874–1290, (301) 903–7174.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior to
1979, DOE routinely used commercial
facilities to dispose of its low-level
radioactive waste and mixed low-level
radioactive waste (waste that is both
low-level radioactive waste and
hazardous waste). Between 1975 and
1978, three of the six then-existing
commercial facilities ceased operation.
In addition, concerns were raised
regarding the continued operation of the
remaining three commercial disposal
facilities. In 1979, DOE adopted a policy
of disposing of its LLW and MLLW at
its own sites to ensure uninterrupted
disposal capabilities for its needs, while
utilizing commercial facilities only on a
case-by-case basis.

DOE’s current policy concerning the
disposal of LLW and MLLW is stated in
DOE Order 5820.2A, Radioactive Waste
Management (September 26, 1988). This
Order provides that LLW and MLLW
‘‘shall be disposed of on the site at
which it is generated, if practical, or if
on-site disposal capability is not
available, at another DOE disposal
facility.’’ Pursuant to this Order, the
Department must dispose of these
wastes at a DOE facility unless an
exemption is granted for disposal at a
commercial facility. DOE may approve
exemptions from this policy for ‘‘[n]ew
or alternate waste management practices
that are based on appropriate
documented safety, health protection,
and economic analyses.’’ Where an
exemption is sought, the Department’s
policy requires that the proposed
commercial disposal facility comply
with all applicable Federal, state and
local requirements, and that it have all
of the necessary permits, licenses and
approvals for disposal of the specific
wastes involved, including a license to
dispose of LLW and MLLW issued by
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(‘‘NRC’’) or by an Agreement State.1 The
actual selection of a commercial facility
for the disposal of DOE LLW and MLLW
occurs in accordance with Federal
procurement law. In addition, the state
and state compact (as defined in the

Low Level Radioactive Waste Policy
Act) in which the commercial facility is
located must be consulted before
approval of the exemption and must be
notified prior to the shipment of any
waste. Exemptions allowing for the use
of licensed, commercial facilities for the
disposal of LLW and MLLW have been
granted on a case-by-case basis.

Since the 1950’s, DOE has disposed of
approximately 3 million cubic meters of
LLW from its weapons production
activities in disposal facilities located at
DOE sites and has sent approximately
200,000 cubic meters of such waste to
commercial disposal facilities. DOE has
disposed of approximately 40,000 cubic
meters of MLLW from its weapons
production activities primarily at
commercial facilities. DOE’s
environmental restoration (cleanup)
activities have increased significantly
since the late 1980’s. To date, the
disposal of LLW and MLLW from DOE’s
environmental restoration activities has
amounted to approximately 1.2 million
cubic meters. Of this amount,
approximately 250,000 cubic meters of
high-volume low-activity environmental
restoration waste have been disposed of
at commercial facilities. Thus far, the
commercial disposal of nearly all of this
LLW and MLLW has occurred at one
facility, Envirocare of Utah, Inc.,
(‘‘Envirocare’’). The Envirocare facility
was licensed to dispose of LLW and
MLLW by the State of Utah under the
State’s agreement with the NRC. DOE
projects that future waste management
and environmental restoration activities
will generate approximately 31 million
cubic meters of LLW and MLLW. The
Department expects to dispose of the
large majority of these wastes at DOE
facilities. DOE projects, however, that of
this 31 million cubic meters of LLW and
MLLW, approximately two million
cubic meters may be susceptible to
disposal at commercial facilities under
DOE’s current policy.

WCS owns and operates a hazardous
waste disposal facility in Andrews
County, Texas. WCS has proposed to
expand its business to include disposal
of DOE LLW and MLLW. The State of
Texas has authority to regulate certain
activities involving radioactive
materials, including the disposal of
LLW, pursuant to an agreement with the
NRC. Pursuant to that agreement, the
State of Texas has licensed WCS to
store, process and treat LLW and
MLLW. Under Texas law, however, a
radioactive waste disposal license may
be issued only to a ‘‘public entity’’
specifically authorized by law for
radioactive waste disposal. Because
WCS is not a ‘‘public entity,’’ it is
precluded from obtaining a license for

radioactive waste disposal services from
the State of Texas.

In an attempt to overcome this
impediment, WCS submitted a proposal
to DOE under which it believes it could
dispose of DOE LLW and MLLW in
Texas without a state license. Under the
WCS proposal, the facility would
operate under contract with DOE, would
be regulated by DOE exercising its
authority under the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, and would accept radioactive
wastes only from DOE. The proposal
further suggested that DOE would
perform its regulatory role through a
contract with an entity or group of
entities with nuclear engineering and
environmental expertise. At the end of
the operational phase of the facility, title
maintained by WCS would be
transferred without cost to the Federal
government or at the State’s option to
the State of Texas.2

Laidlaw owns and operates an
existing commercial hazardous waste
disposal facility, Deer Trail, 70 miles
east of Denver. Laidlaw is also exploring
the potential of expanding its services to
include the disposal of DOE LLW and
MLLW, specifically from DOE’s Rocky
Flats Environmental Technology Site.
Laidlaw’s Deer Trail Facility is currently
not licensed to accept LLW and MLLW
for disposal. Like Texas, the State of
Colorado regulates certain activities
involving radioactive materials,
including disposal, through an
agreement with the NRC. Unlike Texas,
however, Colorado does not restrict the
ownership of such disposal facilities to
‘‘public entities.’’

Laidlaw’s proposal is divided into
two phases. Phase I would obligate the
payment of Federal funds to Laidlaw in
an amount that would pay for Laidlaw
to maintain the facility in a condition
ready to receive the waste, and
reimburse Laidlaw for its expenses
related to obtaining the necessary state
licenses and permits to dispose of LLW
and MLLW. (DOE could terminate Phase
I by appropriate notice to Laidlaw at any
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time prior to the commencement of
Phase II.) In exchange, Laidlaw would
be obligated to construct an appropriate
disposal cell at its facility to receive
LLW and MLLW and commit to proceed
with Phase II. Phase II would include
the actual shipment of wastes to the
Deer Trail Facility.

Comments are invited on the
Department’s current policy regarding
the disposal of LLW and MLLW at
existing, licensed commercial facilities
under DOE Order 5820.2A, and on the
options illustrated by the WCS proposal
and the Laidlaw proposal, to assist the
Department in determining whether to
continue or change its existing policies
related to the use of commercial
facilities for the disposal of LLW and
MLLW. The Department is particularly
interested in receiving comments on
other types of options it should consider
in formulating future policies for the
disposal of LLW and MLLW. If the
Department’s policy analysis results in
a proposal that would require the
preparation of an environmental
analysis pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act, an
appropriate analysis will be prepared.

Dated: March 13, 1998.
James M. Owendoff,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Environmental
Management.
[FR Doc. 98–7155 Filed 3–18–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Environmental Management Site-
Specific Advisory Board, Hanford Site

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of Open Meeting.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. No. 92–463, 86 Stat. 770) notice
is hereby given of the following
Advisory Committee meeting:
Environmental Management Site-
Specific Advisory Board (EMSSAB),
Hanford Site
DATES: Thursday, April 2, 1998: 9:00
a.m.–5:00 p.m.; Friday, April 3, 1998:
8:30 a.m.–4:30 p.m.
ADDRESSES: Cavanaugh’s, 1101 N.
Columbia Center Boulevard,
Kennewick, Washington, 1–800–843–
4667.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Gail
McClure, Public Involvement Program
Manager, Department of Energy
Richland Operations Office, P.O. Box
550 (A7–75), Richland, WA, 99352; Ph:
(509) 373–5647; Fax: (509) 376–1563.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose of the Board

The purpose of the Board is to make
recommendations to DOE and its
regulators in the areas of environmental
restoration, waste management, and
related activities.

Tentative Agenda

The Board will receive information on
and discuss issues related to Spent
Nuclear Fuel and the FY 2000 Draft
Hanford Budget. The Board will also
receive updates on the N-Area
Remediation, Accelerating Cleanup:
Paths to Closure, the FY 1997
Performance Measures and FY 1998
Performance Agreements, and the Board
Progress Report.

Public Participation

The meeting is open to the public.
Written statements may be filed with
the Committee either before or after the
meeting. Individuals who wish to make
oral statements pertaining to agenda
items should contact Gail McClure’s
office at the address or telephone
number listed above. Requests must be
received 5 days prior to the meeting and
reasonable provision will be made to
include the presentation in the agenda.
The Designated Federal Official is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will facilitate the orderly
conduct of business. Each individual
wishing to make public comment will
be provided a maximum of 5 minutes to
present their comments near the
beginning of the meeting. This notice is
being published less than 15 days in
advance of the meeting due to
programmatic issues that needed to be
resolved.

Minutes

The minutes of this meeting will be
available for public review and copying
at the Freedom of Information Public
Reading Room, 1E–190, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW, Washington, DC 20585 between
9:00 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday-Friday,
except Federal holidays. Minutes will
also be available by writing to Gail
McClure, Department of Energy
Richland Operations Office, P.O. Box
550, Richland, WA 99352, or by calling
him at (509) 376–9628.

Issued at Washington, DC on March 13,
1998.
Althea T. Vanzego,
Acting Deputy Advisory Committee
Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 98–7154 Filed 3–18–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP98–158–000]

Arkansas Gas Consumers v. NorAm
Gas Transmission Company; Notice of
Complaint

March 13, 1998.

Take notice that on March 11, 1998,
pursuant to Rule 206 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.206, the
Arkansas Gas Consumers (AGC)
tendered for filing a complaint against
NorAm Gas Transmission Company
(NorAm). AGC alleges that NorAm plans
to increase the number of pooling zones
on its system from 5 to 10 effective
April 1, 1998, and that it intends to do
so without filing to revise its tariff. AGC
contends that this proposal is
unreasonable, and absent tariff
authority, is a violation of the Natural
Gas Act.

AGC also contends that if NorAm
implements its proposal pool operators
will suffer decreased flexibility and
restricted balancing ability. AGC further
contends that the increase in the
number of pooling zones will decrease
pool operators’ ability to aggregate small
shippers’ supplies into bundles large
enough for sale. AGC argues that this
will benefit NorAm’s marketing affiliate,
and that this is the real purpose
underlying the proposal. AGC contends
that, even without the proposed change,
pooling on NorAm’s system is improper
and contributes to what AGC contends
is a discriminatory NorAm discounting
policy.

Any person desiring to be heard or
protest with respect to said complaint
shall file a motion to intervene or
protest with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First
Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426, in
accordance with Sections 385.214 and
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such motions and
protests must be filed on or before
March 27, 1998. All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered in
determining the appropriate course of
action to be taken, but will not serve to
make a protestant a party to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. Copies of this filing are
available for public inspection in the
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